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THE PRESENT STATUS OF 
MUNICIPAL COURT 


THE 


The 


jeach 


charter of Long 


provides 


of the city 

that a municipal 
court should be created there upon 
the date that the Enabling Act 
passed by the Lecislature became ef- 
fective This was July 24th. 

For some time and at least until 
July 25rd, Los Angeles Township in- 
eluded territory outside of the city 
limits of the city of Los Angeles 
about midway of the shoe © string 
strip running down to the Harbor. 
Some months aso the city of Long 
Beach annexed a shoe string strip 
chiefly 150 feet wide, running from 
the southeasterly corner of Long 
Beach up near Compton and back to 
the northwesterly corner of the city 
This 150 foot strip cut across the 
corner of Los Angeles Township. If 
this condition continued to exist on 
July 24th, Section 11, Article VI of 
the Constitution as amended applies. 
“In any city or in any city and coun- 
ty where such municipal court has 
been established, and in townships 
situated in whole or in part in such 
city or city and county, there shall be 
no other court interior to the super- 
ior court except as herein provided ;" 
4 “Upon the establishment 
of any such municipal court, and un- 
til the first election and the qualitica- 
tion of the judge or judges thereof 
und the first appointment and the 
qualification of the clerks and other 
attaches thereof, the judges or jus- 
tices ane the clerks and other at- 
taches of any existing inferior courts 
in such city or city and county” or 
township shall become and act as the 
judges, and attaches respec- 
tively of such municipal court.” Cer- 
tainly Los Ancecles Township was sit 
uated in pary within the city of Long 
Beach und a literal construction of 
these clauses would cause the Jus- 
tice’s Court of Los Angeles Township 
to cease to exist and the nine Justices 
of the Peace to become judges of the 
municipal court of »onge Beach 

section 25 of the some Article pro- 
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vides that no person shall be eligt- 
ble for the office of judge of a muni- 
cipal court unless he shai’ have been 
licensed to practice for av least five 
years immediately preceding his elec- 
tion or appointment. Judge  Bray- 
ton, Justice of the Peace of Long 
Beach Township, has never had a 
license to practice and Judge Helwig, 
a City Justice of Long Beach, has 
been admitted less than five years. 
Does that fact prevent them from be- 
coming judges of the municipal court 
until the first election? 


In an attempt to clarify the situa- 
tion, the Board of Supervisors on 
July 23rd aciing under their general 
power in such behalf adopted an or- 
dinance with the emergency clause 
providing that it be effective immedi- 
ately which redistricted the judicial 
townships of the county, cutting off 
from Los Angeles Township the cor- 
ner which extended beyond the city 
and into the Long Beach shoe string 
strip, reforming the boundaries of 
Long Beach Township, destroying ut- 
terly Lankershim Township, cutting 
off the portion of Malibu) Township 
lying within the city of Los Angcles, 
and in general making the Township 
of Los Angeles co-extensive with the 
city. This action was taken under 
the provisions of Section 4015 of the 
Political Code and, as provided in the 
succeeding section, supplemented by 
interpretation of the higher courts, 
the redistricting cannot become ef- 
fective during the incumbeney of any 
justice then in office. 
Act relating to 
(Chaper 


99 
, 


In the Enabling 
municipal courts 35S of 
Laws of 1925) Section provides 
that whenever a municipal court is 
established for any city which lies 
partly within and partly without one 
or more judicial townships, the 
Board of Supervisors of the county 
shall immediately divide the county 
into judicial townships as public con- 
venience may require This act be- 
came effective July 24th and, eo in- 
stante, agreeably to the charter 
amendment, there was a municipal 
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court in Long Beach. Sometime.dur- 
ing the day the Board of Supervis- 
ors, assuming to act under the pow- 
ers given in the Enabling Act, adopt- 
ed another ordinance, also with the 
emergency clause, of like tenor to the 
one adopted the day before. Wheth- 
er at the time that ordinance was 
adopted the damage had not already 
been done by the creation of the 
court in Long Beach, or, if not, 
whether such action would be valid 
as against any existing Justice of the 
Peace presents a very nice question. 


The determination of these and 
some other questions was deemed of 
sufficient importance so that the 
trustees of the Association author- 
ized a special committee, composed 
of Robert M. Clarke, Chairman, Wil- 
liam Hazlett, Walter McEntire, Al- 
bert R. Pearce and Kimball Fletcher, 
to arange to have the questions de- 
termined by the Supreme Court of 
the State as speedily as possible. The 
matter was brought to the attention 
of the Bar Association of Long Beacn 
which appointed a committe consist- 
ing of Messrs. Linnell and Reid to 
cooperate with our committee and to 
assume the expense of a couple of the 
cases. The Automobile Club, through 
one of its counsel, Mr. John R. Ber- 
ryman, also offered to cooperate and 
we have had the greatest assistance 
from the District Attorney's office 
and the County Counsel. 


Nine cases have been filed directly 
in the Supreme Court and writs is- 
sued returnable September 16th at 
the session of the court in Los Ange- 
les and the cases were submitted on 
that day with the expectation that 
the court will consider them at once 
and render decisions within a_ few 
weeks. It was thought desirable to 
bring to the attention of the Supreme 
Court as many of the really impor- 
tant questions as possible at the same 
time so that that court might have 
all of the angles before it and could 
see the effect that a decision in one 

(Continued on page 7) 








Monthly Meeting and Dinner—Alexandria Hotel 
Friday, October 23, 1925; 6 P. M. 


Full Program of Interesting and Instructive Talks 


John F. Keogh, Trust Counsel, Titie Gucrantee & Trust Co. 
3—Parole, Probation and Indeterminate Sentences: 


1—“Restrictions Upen the Use of Real Property”... 


2—The Municipal Court of Los Angeles County: 
Edwin T Bishop, County Counsel. 

Counsel, 
Hon. Guy R. Crump, of the Los Angeles Bar. 


(a) 
(by) 
(c) 


Associate 


John R. Berryman, 


(a) on. 


Auto. Club. 


(ce) 


Carlos S. Hardy. 
(b) Charles W. Fricke, Deputy District Attorney. 
William T. Aggeler, Public Defender. 
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SIGNAL SUCCESS 

Kemper Campbell, Chairman 
of the Membership Campaign 
Committee, reports approxi- 
mately 500 new members, _in- 
cluding some former members 
reinstated to membership, as a 
result of the extensive campaign 
which the committee has direct- 
ed for several weeks—Such is, 
indeed, a remarkable record. 

The success of the campaign is 
due in large measure to the in- 
telligent guidance and direction 
of Chairman Campbell. Those 
of us who have assisted in the 
undertaking from time to time 
in interviewing prospective new 
members can fully appreciate 
the patience and skill necessary 
to add 500 new members in a 
single drive. The Association is 
very fortunate to have Mr. 
Campbell devote so much person- 
al time and attention to this 
campaign and we owe to him a 
real debt of gratitude for the 
service which he has rendered. 

' The goal is a total of 600 new 
members. Surely, every mem- 
ber of the Association will glad- 
ly respond if called upon in this 
final effort. Such is the least 
we can do as a mark of grati- 
tude. 





Quite a few members of the As- 
' sociation have sent their checks 
in the sum of one dollar for a 
year’s subscription to the BUL- 
LETIN. We are glad to state, 
however, that the subscription 
rates were provided for the sole 
purpose of second-class mail 
privileges. The regular annual 
dues include a yearly subscrip- 
tion to the BULLETIN. 


Such an arrangement was 
made _ possible through the 
courtesy of The Los Angeles 
Daily Journal in printing and 
publishing the BULLETIN free 
of any charge whatever to the 
Bar Association—a courtesy 
which we all appreciate very 
much indeed. 


BAR ASSOCIATION BULLETIN” 
AN OPPORTUNITY FOR SERVICE 

The Los Angeles Bar Association seeks, in every way possible, 

to maintain the honor and dignity of the profession of the law 
and to promote the due administration of justice. The aim 


and purpose of the BULLETIN is to make known just what the 
Association is doing in this laudible work. 


But it is believed there is still a greater opportunity for ser- 
vice. The Association is always anxious to achieve greater and 
more effective results along this line; the program of construc- 
tive endeavor is not complete. The Committees on Judiciary, 
Courts of Inferior Jurisdiction, Constitutional Amendments, Sub- 
stantive Law, Pleading and Practice, Criminal Law and _ Pro- 
cedure, and Legislation—all perform valuable service to this end; 
yet, probably every member of the Association has, from time 
to time, encountered instances wherein justice failed, the law 
proved deficient, and constructive criticism would be most timely 
and helpful. Why not charge ourselves with the responsibility 
of commonsense reform? 


Take, for example, what has been termed the “breakdown” of 
criminal justice today. In a recent book, “THE FOLLIES OF 
THE COURTS,” the author, Leigh H. Irvine, says: “It is hu- 
miliating for Americans to confess that their country’s flag 
floats over the most wicked spot of sea or land beneath the stars. 
A country notorious for more than 10,000 murders annually, dis- 
graced by the complete collapse of most of its criminal law ma- 
chinery.” .A prominent minister of Los Angeles, writing on the 
subject, observes: “The administration of law by Amercian Courts 
is the worst in the civilized world. Law and lawyers breed mur- 
derers. Courts make criminals. The worst farce, the silliest, 
most idiotic faree—and Heaven help us!—the most tragic farce 
on earth is a criminal trial in an American Court.” 


Granted the quotations may be extreme, this is a real problem 
for the Bench and Bar. And while in no wise a new one, the 
present-day profession must meet it. What and where is the 
remedy? Is our criminal law out of date, with its Grand Jury, 
technical indictment, trial by jury, peremptory challenges, pre- 
sumption of innocence, expert testimony, appeals, reversals, pun- 
ishments? What about the trial judge—manner of selection, 
tenure, his power over the jury and over the evidence? What 
about the conduct of attorneys in criminal cases? Is it rather 
a problem of home training—of the education of the criminal? 
What about pardons, parole and probation? Is it a problem for 
Crime Commissions—a Criminal Law Foundation? What about 
the influence of the modern press on crime? 


Thinking members of the profession must come to the rescue. 
This is but a single instance where constructive criticism and 
suggestion may lead to salutary results. There are as many 
different opportunities as there are varying phases of the law. 


Possibly; we are a little too ambitious, yet we believe there is a 
real, live opportunity here for constructive service. We urge 
members of the Association to use the columns of the Bulletin to 
present their views on some modern-day legal problems and to 
propose remedies which they deem wholesome and expedient. 
Where sufficiently meritorious, meetings of the Association may 
be devoted to a more detailed consideration of the virtues of the 
proposed changes and reforms. The support and cooperation of 


the State Bar Association can be enlisted to stimulate State-wide 
interest and to avoid the appearence of purely local effort. And, it 
is not altogether improbable that in this way our Association can 
effect some contributions of lasting worth to the law and justice 
of the day. 
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MUNICIPAL COURT 
; (Continued from page 1) 
ease might have upon the situation in 
another. 

In the ease of Bakenson vs. The 
Superior Court, Mr. Bakenson, a 
member of the Automobile Club, was 
arrested for speeding after July 24th 


in Los Angeles Township and was 
taken before Judge Seott of that 
township and pleaded guilty. He 


moved in arrest of judgment on the 
sround that the court has been sup- 
erseded by the Municipal Court of 
Long Beach under the constitutional 
provision above quoted. Judge Scott 
granted the motion. The District 
Attorney, in the person of Gen. Tra- 
cey C. Becker, appealed to the Super- 
ior Court and all parties repaired to 
Department 10 where the defendant 
made a motion to dismiss the appeal 
and the District Attorney moved to 
set for trial. The defendant's mo- 
tion was denied and the People’s was 
granted and a writ of prohibition to 
prevent the Superior Court from 
hearing the appeal was sought in the 
Supreme Court. 

This ease is of very serious mo- 
ment for, until it is determined, 
neither the District Attorney's office 
nor any other person can say with 
assurance what tribunal has the au- 
thority in Los Angeles Township to 
try misdemeanors and conduct pre- 
liminary examinations of persons 
charged with crime. 

Judge Du Pre, the Justice of Lan- 
kershim, whose township was wiped 
out by the ordinances, was refused 
a salary for the last week of July by 
the County Auditor and, through 
Robert M. Clarke and A. D. Pearce, 
Esqs., sought a writ of mandate in 
the Supreme Court to compel the 
payment. This case will directly test 
the authority of the Supervisors to 
establish the new township lines. 

In order to determine whether our 
township justices have become judg- 
es of the new court in Long Beach, 
Judge Marchetti, in a proceeding 
brought by Judge Leslie R. Hewitt, 
seeks to compel the auditor to pay 
him at the rate of $500.00 a month 
as judge of the Municipal Court of 
Long Beach for the last week of July. 

Judge Brayton and Judge Helwig, 
through the committee of the Long 
Beach Bar, are seeking similar writs 
which will determine in Judge Hel- 
wig'’s case whether the requirement 
of five years practice is applicable to 
the men involved in the automatic 
transfer upon the first creation of the 
court, and in Judge Brayton’s case 
the additional point as to whether he 
succeeds at all to the court because 
of the provisions of Section 4 of the 
Enabling Act, which provides that 
upon the establishment of a Munici- 
pay Court in any city the Justice of 
a township lying partly within and 
partly without such city shall not 
succeed to the Municipal Court, but 
shall continue to act as justice of the 
portion of the township lying without 
the municipality. Because this lat- 
ter point might not be decided, it is 
raised more directly in the case of 


Western Credit Association v. Bray- 


ton, handled by the writer, in which 
case the plaintiff after July 24th pre- 
pared a complaint against the de- 


fendant, who resided without the city 
of Long Beach and ia the territory 
formerly a part of Long Beach Town- 
ship, and presented the same _ to 
Judge Brayton together with the two 
dollar Justice’s Court filing fee and 
demanded that he file the complaint 
und issue summons as Justice of the 
Peace of Long Beach Township. 

Robison v. Brayton, handled by 
Mr. Henry E. Phister, in which case 
Robinson, a defendant, residing out- 
side of the city of Long Beach but 
within the former limits of Long 
Beach Township, served with sum- 
mons issued by Brayton as‘ Justice of 
the Peace prior to July 24th, sought 
after that date to compel Judge 
Brayton to enter his oral general de- 
murrer without payment of fees. 

All of the counsel for petitioners 
in these cases were drafted by the 
committee and are serving without 
compensation, and in the case 
brought by the Automobile Club and 
the two brought by the committee of 
the Long Beach Bar those organiza- 
tions are defraying the expense. 

In the meantime, the Governor has 
appointed two men to fill the appa- 
rent vacancies on the Long Beach 
court and the phraseology of the por- 
tion of the amendment quoted above 
may exclude the occurring of such 
vacancies until after the first elec- 
tion. The case of Wallace vs. Payne, 
Wm. M. Morse acting for petitioner, 
presents this point. 

It has also been contended that the 
provisions of Section 429 of the new 
Los Angeles charter are not suf- 
ficiently broad to support the crea- 
tion of the court in this city by ordi- 
nance of the City Council but that 
the situation requires the submis- 
sion of the question to a vote of the 
people. An _ ordinance’ has been 
passed by the City Council providing 
that the court shall commence in this 
city on December Ist. Ed Bishop, 
our industrious County Counsel, 
doesn't want to defand this case be- 
cause he believes that the charter 
provision is sufficiently broad ana 
Mr. Nathan Newby has consented to 
defend the auditor in the proposed 
proceeding. The test case of Ban- 
croft-Whitney Co. vs. Payne, where- 
in Myron Westover represents peti- 
tioner, presents the question. 

A careful study of the situation re- 
veals that these questions of the 
meaning of the constitutional amend- 
ment are not individually difficult to 
decide but that it is very difficult to 
decide them all without violating 
many important rules of statutory 
construction and still have the de- 
cisions harmonize so as to leave a 
practical working judicial system in 
Los Angeles County. 

Upon the filing of the petitions, 
Judge Hewitt, Mr. Berryman and the 
writer as attorneys for petitioners, 
Edward T. Bishop, County Counsel, 
who represents the respondents in 
the cases, and Gen. Becker of the 
District Attorney's office, took the 
matter up in conference with the 
Chief Justice and laid the difficulties 
of the situation before him very 
frankly. {(Mr. Bishop depicted brief- 
ly the confusion in the County Aud- 
itor’s office and Gen. Becker made 


(Continued on page 8) 





UNIFORM STATE LAWS 


Section H, Uniform State Laws, of 
the California Bar Association, of 
which Gurney E. Newlin of the Los 
Angeles Bar Association is Chairman, 
prepared and submitted the follow- 
ing report to the Annual Meeting in 
September: 

“There were prepared and intro- 
duced at the recent session of the 
legislature the following uniform 
acts: : 

Sale of Goods, 
Partnership 

Limited Partnership, 
Proof of Statutes, 
Board of Commissioners 
Aviation and 

Transfer of Stock. 

Of these acts the following were 
unanimously approved by the judi- 
ciary committees of the senate and 
assembly and passed both houses, 
with searcely a dissenting vote: 

Sale of Goods, 

Partnership, 

Limited Partnership, 

Proof of Statutes, and 

Uniform Board of Commissioners. 
The aviation act was referred to the 
committee on commerce of the sen- 
ate and was not favorably recom- 
mended by that committe, and the 
transfer of stock act was not favor- 
ably recommended by the assembly 
judiciary committee. 

All of the bills which passed the 
legislature were, however, pocket ve- 
toed by the Governor. The execu- 
tive secretary of the governor advis- 
es that the main reasons of the Gov- 
ernor for withholding his approvar 
of the bills passed by the legislature 
to enact in California the various 
uniform acts, was that the law would 
be uniform for only two years and 
that at the next session of the legis- 
lature it would be changed and 
amended, and that uniform laws are 
impossible in California by reason 
of the nature of our legislative sys- 
tem, and unless there could be some 
assurance that subsequent legisla- 
tures would not amend uniform laws 
(which of course, cannot be had), 
there is no reason for repealing a 
large number of code sections that 
have been construed by our courts 
for many years. 

The reasons given are directly at 
variance with the record of the leg- 
islatures of California with respect to 
the uniform laws that have been 
adopted by the legislature. 

The Uniform Warehouse Receipts 
Act was adopted in 1909; the Nego- 
tiable Instruments Act in 1917; and 
the Bill of Lading Act in 1919; and 
none of these acts have been in any 
way amended by the legislature since 
their adoption, save and except cer- 
tain amendments recommended by 
the American Bar Association and 
adopted in all of the states which 
have previously passed such uniform 
acts. In other words, the legislature 
has not amended any of these acts 
save for the purpose of continuing 
their uniformity. 

The reasons given for vetoing the 
acts are not sound in theory or sup- 
ported by precedent. 

A brief was prepared in connection 

(Continued on page 8) 
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LAWYER’S DUTY TO THE 


BAR 
(By HENRY UPSON SIMS) 

(Reprinted from American Bar As- 
socation Journal—June 1925—De- 
partment of Professional Ethics.) 

The Code of Ethics (American Bar 
Association Code of Ethics of 1908) 
says (Canon 29) that he should 
strive to uphold the honor and _ to 
maintain the dignity of the profes- 
sion. That includes in the first place 
a duty to join local and state bar as- 
sociation, where membership in these 
associations is merely voluntary, and 
to joint the American Bar Associa- 
tion as soon as he has become quali- 
fied by the requisite three years of 
practice to do so. A man may just 
as well claim to be a devotee to the 
Christian religion outside of the or- 
ganized churches, as to uphold sin- 
cerely the ideals of the legal pro- 
fession outside of the organized bar 
associations. 

But of course to be inside’ the 
ranks of the associations without ob- 
serving their ethical principles and 
without actively striving to enforce 
them, is like being enrolled among 
the members of a church without 
upholding its tenets or trying to 
serve God as one of his professed 
children. 

It is the efficiency of the organi- 
zations of the bar that is to be de- 
sired. A large organization is not 
necessarily a successful organization; 
and even a successful organization is 
merely a means toanend. What so- 
ciety demands is an effective organi- 
zation of the bar to contribute to the 
effective administration of justice, 
and to maintain the integrity of the 
practice of the profession outside of 
the courts. And while society in 
America has not done for the bar 
what we saw in the second article of 
this series society had done for the 
bar in England, no one need expect 
society to aid the bar more than an 
organized bar demands and appears 
to deserve. That problem will- be 
discussed in a later article; and there 
is a good deal to be said about it. 
But it is sufficient for the present to 
observe that the first need of the pro- 
fession is living, thriving, bar organi- 
zation all over the country. 

In the second place if we are striv- 
ing to uphold the honor and main- 
tain the dignity of the profession, “a 
duty to the public and to the pro- 
fession devolves upon every member 
of the bar, having knowledge of” . 

. “practices upon the part of any 
practioner’’ which justify disbarment, 
“immediately to inform thereof to 
the end that the offender may be dis- 
barred.” (Canon 28.) 

Too many of us are inclined to de- 
generate to the social immaturity of 
school boys, and justify a failure to 
inform by confusing information 
with tale-bearing, especially where 
neighbors would be subjected to in- 
vestigation, and il! feeling would re- 
sult. Such reticence on the part of 
the righteous will neutralize all the 
resolutions of bar meetings and ren- 
der nil the publication of canons. If 
the bar wink at misconduct in their 
fellows ,they cannot object to bearing 
as a body the reprobations of the lai- 


ty. and effective uplife of the profes- 
sion will become hopeless. Let us 
recognize therefore that at the bar, 
if we are faithful to our profession, 
we are each to a great extent our 
brothers’ keeper, and so declare our- 
selves before the world. 

In the third place, if we are to 
strive to uphold the honor and dis- 
nity of the profession, we must not 
stir up strife and litigation by volun- 
teering advice to bring law suits or 
by soliciting employment to assert 
claims. (Canon 28.) 

The origin of this conception is 
founded in the history of the Com- 
mon Law. “Maintenance is when a 
man maintains a suit or quarrel to 
the disturbance or hindrance of 
right.” (Co. Lit. 368. b; Comyn’'s Di- 
gest, V. 5, p. 26, Al.) And “Com- 
mon Barratry,”’ whether by  profes- 
sional lawyers or others, was ‘‘the of- 
fense of frequently exciting and stir- 
ring up suits and quarrels between 
his majesty’s subjects, either at law 
or otherwise.” (4 Blackstone Com. 
134.) 

A lawyer, as an officer of court, is 
a peacemaker and adjuster of dis- 
putes, and his office is incompatible 
with seeking their instigation. If 
under modern conditions there are 
more lawyers than can be kept busy 
with the proper carrying on of the 
profession, then the solution lies in 
restricting the number of lawyers, 
rather than in turning them loose to 
stir up claims which might not have 
been asserted but for outside instiga- 
tion. And if, on the other’ hand, 
there are claims which the ignorance 
of their owners leaves unasserted and 
society suffers from the injustice of 
the responsible not being compelled 
to make reparation, then the remedy 
lies in extending the field of criminal 
responsibility for failure to offer 
amends. it is better that the state 
treasury should profit by the over- 
sight of possible just plaintiffs, than 
that many should become plaintilfs 
without just claim to recover. 

In the fourth place, it is against 
the dignity of the profession for law- 
yer to advertise for clients or to un- 
duly proclaim his availability and ca- 
pacity to serve (Canon 27.) The 
reason for the repression of such ac- 
tivities is the same as that for forbid- 
ding maintenance and barratry; and 
the angwer to the modern demand is 
that if the number of lawers' were 
less, the clients would discover ways 
of finding the lawyers instead of the 
lawyers being subjecied to the temp- 
tation of finding the clients. But of 
that more anon, when we come to 
discussing the duty of the public to 
the bar. 

This article may well close by em- 
phasizing the fifth point in which the 
lawyer owes support to the dignity 
of the bar. He should enter into no 
agreements with laymen by which he 
shares with them his fees or the re- 
turns for his personal labar. This 
is but a corollary of Canons 27 and 
28. If a lawyer can divide with a 
layman, or if he can profit by em- 
ployment by laymen who in turn col- 
lect and solicit the clients, there is 
no limit to a lawyer's power to ob- 
tain business and stir up litigation, 


without any apparent responsibility 
for its source. The lawyer must, 
therefore, be a worker by himself, or 
with lawyers only, so that his con- 
nections and his acts will be open 
and above board; and thereby main- 
tain his character and his profession 
above suspicion of wrong. 


e 
State Laws 


(Continued from page 7) 

with all of the acts which was sub- 
mitted to the governor, and the leg- 
islative council in which there was 
set forth the changes which the adop- 
tion of these acts would make in ex- 
isting law and the benefits that 
would be derived therefrom. So far 
as your section is advised, there was 
no opposition whatever to any of the 
acts, and many letters were written 
to the governor in which there were 
set forth arguments in favor of his 
approval of the bills. 

In our opinion, it will be a waste 
of time and effort to introduce the 
bills in the legislature to bring about 
the enactment in California of any 
legislation uniform with that of other 
states as long as Governor Richard- 
son remains in office. 

Respectfully submitted, 
GURNEY E. NEWLIN, 
Chairman. 


Municipal Court 


(Continued from page 7) 

it very clear that his office couldn't - 
possibly know what to do with a 
criminal after he was captured until 9 
these questions were settled.] Judge 
Myers appreciated the difficulties of 
the situation and assured us that no 
matter how difficult the = solution 
the members of the court would be 
very willing to give the matter 
prompt attention and it is expected 
that decisions will be rendered be- 
fore the effective date, December Ist, 
fixed in the Los Angeles ordinance. 

In the cases of Robison vs. Bray- 
ton and Western Credit Association 
vs. Brayton, the petitioners made the 
point that the charter amendment 
which purports to create the Munici- 
pal Court in Long Beach was _ not 
properly ratified in accordance with 
the provision of Article XI Section 8 
of the Constitution in that it was rat- 
ified by the People during the 1925 
session of the Legislature and pre- 
sented to that same Legislature for 
approval instead of to the “‘next reg- 
ular session.” A number of the 
chartered cities other than Los An- 
seles have adopted charter amend- 
ments under the same conditions and 
pursuant to the provisions of such 
amendments have expended great 
sums of money. Accordingly, sever- 
al of the city attorneys of such cities 
have secured leave of Court to file 
briefs amici curiae defending the 
inethod of adopting charter amend- 
ments which is seemingly not war- 
ranted by the Constitution. This 
point affects some two dozen of the 
jarger cities of the State and will no 
doubt receive a great deal of atten- 
tion by the Supreme Court. 


KIMBALL FLETCHER, 
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